Hope College

Hope College Digital Commons
Van Raalte Papers: 1860-1869

Van Raalte Papers

2-3-1862

Meeting Minutes of the Consistory of the First Reformed Church
A. C. Van Raalte
G. Wakker
William Buursma
Althea Buursma

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.hope.edu/vrp_1860s

The original documents are held in The Joint Archives of Holland. This digitized material is
intended for personal research/study only. The original documents may not be reproduced for
commercial use in any form or by any means, electronic or mechanical, without permission in
writing from The Joint Archives of Holland.
Recommended Citation
Van Raalte, A. C.; Wakker, G.; Buursma, William; and Buursma, Althea, "Meeting Minutes of the Consistory
of the First Reformed Church" (1862). Van Raalte Papers: 1860-1869. 112.
https://digitalcommons.hope.edu/vrp_1860s/112

This Book is brought to you for free and open access by the Van Raalte Papers at Hope College Digital Commons. It
has been accepted for inclusion in Van Raalte Papers: 1860-1869 by an authorized administrator of Hope College
Digital Commons. For more information, please contact digitalcommons@hope.edu.

3 February 1862

Holland, Michigan

At a meeting of the consistory of the First Reformed Church at which Rev. Albertus C. Van
Raalte presided, the major item for discussion was the dispute over land between A. Visscher and
the brothers G. and J. van Putten. There were still problems with the Kommer Schaddelee family.
New members were received.
In Dutch; translation by Rev. William and Althea Buursma, 2000.
Original in the records of the Pillar Christian Reformed Church at the Joint Archives of Holland,
vol. II, pp. 173-174.
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Consistory Meeting of February 3, 1862
Absent: Brothers Kamper and Plugger.
ARTICLE 1 — The meeting was opened with prayer by A. C. van Raalte, chairman.
ARTICLE 2 — The minutes of the previous meeting were read and approved.
ARTICLE 3 — The committee, appointed at the last meeting in the matter of the dispute
between A. Visscher and Brothers G. and J. van Putten, reported in the person of Wakker.
They met in the presence of Visscher at the home of Brother A. Plugger. The brothers
declare that the information Visscher has given concerning the details of the transaction
in the sale of the acres involved is correct. However, they had never known that he
(Visscher) had signed a note, and he had never spoken about this. They had purchased
the land because of the trees and not for the land itself. Therefore, they sold the property
just as they had purchased it, to Mr. Jan Trimp, with the stipulation that, for an agreedupon sum, they would be permitted to cut down the trees, which they had done. They
had paid J. Trimp the monies agreed upon. This led them to the opinion that they had
nothing more to do with the land or its purchase. If the committee judges that the
purchaser still has some obligations because of the existing note, they ought not to be
held accountable, but Mr. Trimp should be approached. The committee believes that it
was not merely the purchase but the manner and the discussions which took place
concerning the debt. The mortgage did not cover cleared land but referred to land which
contained trees. Now that the trees have been taken away, the value has been diminished,
and the debt cannot be covered through the mortgage. Visscher, because his name was
on the note, was approached concerning the shortage and was called upon to pay.
Visscher, because he was not aware of this, was of the opinion that the van Putten
brothers had taken upon themselves the debt involved at the time of puthase; also
promising timely payments which they did not do. Visscher claims thát they gave oral
promises about this The committee was of the opinion that the purchase of the land and
the promises given, as well as the speedy sale to J. Trimp, gave the impression that they
wished to get out from under the obligation for the debt. This looks like a dubious
maneuver. The van Puttens were very unsatisfied about the trend of the discussion, and
what they felt were the accusations
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of the committee. They once again testified that they did not want to be deceptive and
felt that the committee had dealt unfairly with them. After spending some time
discussing the matter, they made a last-minute hateful statement, namely, that to treat
members in such a way was a scandal, justifying, in their opinion, their right to leave the
meeting as the offended party. Before doing so, they made the comment that, if
something like this happened in daily life, it would lead to physical conflict.
ARTICLE 3 — The president informs the meeting that the labors with K. Schaddelee and
his wife have up to this minute not achieved their purpose. In the family circle, new
grievances had appeared, particularly because Oostema was officially told that he must
leave the house within eight days. The wife also had many grievances concerning the
behavior of her husband. Once again, the consistory judged that the committee should
continue labors with them by appointing a committee, consisting of Wakker, Broek, and
Labots.
ARTICLE 4— Membership received for Jan Kamhoud and Marie Kamhoud, nee Koning,
and Pauwel Frederik van den Berg, all from Grand Rapids, dated December 31, 1861.
ARTICLE 5 — Because of some complaints, Brothers te Roller and Geerlings were
appointed to see to it that Brouwer rings the church bell in timely fashion and that he
must see to it that the heat in the church does not leave the building through an open
door.
ARTICLE 6 — It was proposed and passed that a more careful arrangement will be made
for family visiting, and that the elders will use deacons as assistants to go with them.
ARTICLE 7 — Brother Keppel was appointed to inquire from Binnekant, concerning the
room and board expenses, salary, and work arrangements at the printing press for H.
Bottenburg. He is to give a report at the next meeting.
The meeting was ended by Brother Oonk.

A. C. van Raalte
G. Wakker, clerk

